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POSTSCRIPT 



TO THE 



FIRST ESSAY ON JXJNIUS AND HIS WORKS. 



Since the publication of the Preliminary Essay on 
" Junius and his Works," an opportunity has been 
kindly granted by Mr. H. D. WoodfaU to examine 
the autographs of Jimius, with the view of tracing 
in them the handwriting of Lord Chesterfield, 
Upon close inspection, however, it was found that 
the handwriting of Lord Chesterfield differed mate- 
rially from the autographs of Junius, and especially 
in the formation of certain letters, as h smdj — ^the 
down stroke of the k being either carried below the 
line, or terminated by a curve or dot; and, as 
regards the small j^ it seems never to have been 
used by Lord Chesterfield. Even when it occurred 
in the middle of a word, his lordship used the 
capital /, or something like i% as a substitute for the 
small dotted j. ^ 

These singular deviations from the autograph of 
Junius, were in themselves sufficient to decide 
that the autographs in the possession of Mr. 
H. D. WoodfaU were not the handwriting of Lord 
Chesterfield. 

It was necessary, therefore, in order to complete 
the evidence that Lord Chesterfield was the author 
of the letters, to seek for an amanuensis among 
those who were at that time on terms of close 
intimacy with his lordship. Some letters of Mr. 
Dayrolles were examined, but on comparing them 
with the autographs of Junius, not the slightest 
resemblance could be traced. Fortunately, how- 
ever, two letters were found in the handwriting 



of Mrs. Dayrolles, and although dated so far back 
as the year 1760, they bore unequivocal marks of 
identity when compared with the autographs of 
Junius. The striking resemblance was at once 
recognised by the skilful artist who had just before 
decided that the handwriting of Lord Chesterfield 
was not the autograph of Junius. 

But before we enter upon an examination of 
Mrs. DayroUes' handwriting it will be advisable, 
perhaps, briefly to shew in what relation Mr. Day- 
rolles stood, in reference to Lord Chesterfield, at 
the time the letters of Junius were written. 

Mr. Solomon Dayrolles had been attached to 
Lord Chesterfield fi'om his earliest infancy, by the 
honour conferred upon him in having Lord Chester- 
field as his godfather. This arose from the friend- 
ship which Ebrd Chesterfield had for Mr. James 
Dayrolles, the uncle of Mr. S. Dayrolles. The 
strong affection which Lord Chesterfield had for the 
latter, was avowed by his lordship on the death of 
the uncle, but it is suflicient for the purpose of this 
inquiry to state, that if any one could boast of 
having the entire confidence of Lord Chesterfield, it 
was Mr. S. Dayrolles. In the Memoirs of Lord 
Chesterfield, by Dr. Maty, it is recorded, that for 
some years before his lordship's decease, he had 
passed a very secluded life, seldom appearing in 
public, but that Mr. DayroUes was his constant 
companion. 

And it is remarkable that the last person men- 
tioned by Lord Chesterfield a few moments before 
he expired, was his friend Dayrolles. So far, then, 
Mr. • Dayrolles is traced as the companion of Lord 
Chesterfield during the time that the letters of 
Junius were in course of publication. It is not 
probable, therefore, that Lord Chesterfield could 
have concealed from Mr. Dayrolles, even if he had 
been inclined to do so, that he was writing the 
letters of Junius ; neither could his lordship, with- 



out some assistance, have carried on the corres- 
pondence with Woodfall, 

In page 59 of the Essay we have hinted that Mr. 
Dayrolles might have been Lord Chesterfield's 
amanuensis, but having seen the handwriting of Mr. 
Dayrolles, it does not seem possible that he could 
have disguised it into so beautiful a specimen of pen- 
manship as we find in many of the autographs of 
Junius. Besides, though Dayrolles' handwriting 
was not so well known as that of Lord Chesterfield, 
yet he had been too long, and too recently^ employed 
at Court to run the risk of having his writing too 
commonly seen, however great the pains he might 
have taken to disguise it. But by engaging Mrs. 
Dayrolles to copy the letters, the danger was, in a 
great measure, removed ; while Dayrolles himself 
had more leisure to obtain information for his friend 
for the carrjdng on of the correspondence in the 
Public Advertiser. Thus it appears that Lord Ches- 
terfield, although partially infirm, was not destitute 
of sufficient assistance for the completion of his 
labours. 

That Lord Chesterfield was capable of using his 
pen at the time the correspondence between Junius 
and Woodfall commenced, is satisfactorily proved 
by the fac' simile of his Lordship's letter, dated 
July 7, 1767. Nor is there any evidence, except 
Lord Chesterfield's own letters, to shew that 
he was incapable of committing his thoughts to 
paper, even up to the time that Woodfall received 
the last private letter from Junius. 

As Mr. Dayrolles was the only vna« perhaps in 
whose hands Lord Chesterfield could trust his life 
and honour, so the wife was probably the only 
woman that Lord Chesterfield would have consented 
to receive assistance from i^ the hazardous under- 
taking in which he had involved himself. But 
Lord Chesterfield was too well acquainted with the 
dangers that attend the publication of anonymous 



libels not*to appreciate the value of Mrs. Dayrolles* 
services, and ynth such an assistant, he felt himself 
comparatively safe, so long as she remained true to 
him, her husband, and herself. 

In examining the facsimile of Mrs. Dayrolles' 
letter, it will be necessary to bear in mind that it was 
written several years before the commencement of . 
the private correspondence of Junius with Woodfall. 
Every one is aware of the changes which take place 
at different stages of life in the general appearance 
of handwriting. There are many who are Jiot able 
to recognise, off-hand^ their own autographs if 
written at distant intervals, but the (ustinctive 
marks are seldom obliterated in a hand that has 
any pretensions to originality. Thus, in Lord 
Chesterfield's Autograph Letters^ his peculiarities are 
traceable through the several stages of his improve- 
ment in penmanship. 

In Mrs. DayroUes' letter, the distinctive marks 
of Junius's handwriting are strongly developed; 
and although there is more space between the 
words, and a greater freedom than is to be found 
in some of the autographs of Junius, yet her letter 
contains all the elements for forming itself by care 
and practice into the hand of the private letters to 
WoodfaU. 

There are other causes also which would curb the 
flow of Mrs. Dayrolles' pen, and approximate her 
style of writing to the autographs of Junius. The 
handwriting of the private letters from Junius is 
evidently disguised, and in some instances so much 
so as to require considerable attention in order to 
discover the elements of the writer's usual auto- 
graph ? If it be admitted that Junius employed 
an amanuensis, the time required in copying yfovAA. 
be longer than that occupied by Junius in compos- 
ing his familiar letters ; and in this case the amanu- 
ensis could scarcely avoid adopting in some degree 



the fashion of Junius's handwriting. This will ac- 
count for the neatness and precision of many of the 
autograph letters — ^more especially those whereon 
greater pains had been bestowed in transcribing, 
and these in many particulars resemble the hand- 
writing of Lord Chesterfield.. 

The limited number of Mrs. DayroUes' letters 
will not admit a minute comparison, but as far as 
single letters and words can be compared with the 
autograph of Junius, the resemblance is complete, 
and in many instances the identity of handwriting 
is very remarkable — such as in the formation of 
the letters a, 5, jt?, w^ &c., and in the words have^ be^ 
weU^ are^ conspicuovs^ and many others pointed out 
in the table of comparisons. 

But the fac similes are before the reader, 
and as the autographs of Junius become familiar 
to him, he will find no difficulty in tracing 
the resemblance. In this pursuit the accuracy 
of the fac simile letters may be implicitly relied on, 
for when compared with the originals it is impossi- 
ble to discover the slightest deviation fi:om the auto- 
graphs. For this perfection the writer of this Essay 
is indebted to a gentleman who did him the honour 
to recommend Mr. Frederick Netherclift, of King 
William-street, Strand-^n artist whose skiU in his 
profession is unrivalled. On this point the gentle- 
man spoke from experience, having had fi^equent 
occasion to employ Mr. Netherclift in taking fac 
similes which required the nicest ta<5t to arrive at 
perfection, but in no instance whatever have his e:^- 
pectations bQcn disappointed. They have invariably 
proved to be (what such things very rarely are) in 
truth and indeed, j^c similes of the copy set before 
the artist. 

The discovery of a handwriting worthy to be com- 
pared with the autographs of Junius has not been 
made without a laborious research,and some personal 
inconvenience. But it was necessary to satisfy the 
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public upon this point, that the prejudices of some 
and the Bias of others should no longer stand in the 
wav of a fair inmiiry into the claims of so distin- 
guished a candidate as Lord Chesterfield. This 
task would, perhaps, have been unnecessary if the 
character of Lord Chesterfield, as a political writer^ 
had been better known ; for the letters of Junius, 
when divested of their slander, will prove to be only 
a repetition of Lord Chesterfield's doctrines and 
opinions. It matters little who was the transcriber 
of the letters, (whether Philip Francis, or Mrs. 
Dayrolles).the mind of Chesterfield alone could 
have dictated them. This will be clearly shown 
when the chain of evidence is produceci, which 
wanted this link only to fix the authorship for ever 
upon Lord Chesterfield. 

The writer takes this opportunity to acknowledge 
the great obligation he is imder to Mr. H. D. Wood- 
fetll, for the liberal and courteous manner in which 
he has, on several occasions, permitted him to have 
access to the Junius manuscripts, and more parti- 
cularly for the favour of being permitted to take fac 
similes of two of the most interesting of the auto- 
graph private letters of Junius. The first fac simile 
is remarkable as being the earliest private letter 

1)reserved by Mr. H. S. Woodfall, the other is the 
ast letter which Junius wrote to his publisher. 
The address (copied from one of the letters) was 
published in Mr. Woodfall's edition, and is here 
reprinted as a specimen of the bold and masterly 
style of writing which is to be found in many of the 
manuscripts of Junius. The literal aiid verbal com- 
parisons are taken in many instances from the 
several /ac similes of Junius's autograph, given in 
Mr. WoodfaU's edition of 1812. 
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